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The shift of the American population from rural to urban
has helped to cause a shortage of living space within the city
limits. We find that the populations within city limits are
exceeding the available housing and, therefore a problem exist
with a basic human need - shelter. Not only do we find a shift
from rural to urban but also from urban to urban. It seems
that with advances in technology people are becoming more and
more mobile. Blacks are no longer following the "promised
land" trend of earlier blacks and mostly migrating to the
Northeast. The trend of moving into already established
black communities has also decreased with much resistance
from whites, who are continuing to flee from "their" neighbor¬
hoods when blacks invade.
Residential segregation is the pattern for living in
most cities. Whatever the economic or cultural level of the
Negro family, the forces of law, custom, real estate, economics
and the very process of urban expansion itself conspire to
keep the boundaries of the area fixed and to exact the most
serious penalties for the crime of seeking better physical
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or social or moral or aesthetic surroundings,^
The black population increase in urban settings has made
residential patterns more visible to everyone. The problem of
housing has become acutely vivid to all socioeconomic classes
of blacks. The black commimity is not expanding rapidly enough
to keep in step with its growing population* therefore, expan¬
sion is inevitably other zoned residential areas where housing
is available. For the city of Atlanta, as in msiny other
cities, this expansion has been mostly into previously all
white neighborhoods.
This study will deal with the expansion of the black
population in Atlanta-Pulton County for the last decade, par¬
ticular attention will be given to the Southwestern section.
Scope of the Problem.
This study will be concerned with the changing residen¬
tial patterns in Atlanta-Pulton Coxinty from i960 to 1970.
Particular attentj^n will be given to Southwest Atlanta because
this section is in a state of transition euid has been affected
recently by black expansion and white flight. This study
intends to show the areas of concentration of blacks from
i960 to 1970, showing either an increase or decrease in resi¬
dential segregation,
^Herman H. Long and Charles S, *^ohnson. People Versus
Property (Nashville, Tenn,« Fisk University Press, 1^47},p, 4,
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Methodology*
This study will be done by using the U.S. Census of
Population and Housing, 1970, Census Tractsi the annual
estimates of Population and Housing at the census tract
level, published by the Atlanta Regional Commission; maps;
recently published and unpublished studies; and tables.
The "Segregation Index" technique, devised by Karl E, Taeuber
in his study of residential segregation, will be used to help
draw conclusions as to the increase or decrease of residential
segregation in the Atlanta-Pulton County area from i960 to
1970.
r
Review of the Literature.
Residential segregation seems to be the general pattern
of housing accommodations in the United States, In earlier
years this was written into the laws of state, local, federal
and real estate covenants. The result in most cities has
been "black stacking," which is a technique used to con¬
tinuously put blacks in one section of a city with no regard
to the density already present. Segregation in housing has
been the most maintained foim of segregation in the United States,
Residential segregation underlies many other problems,
such as, de facto segregation in schools, hospitals, libraries,
parks, stores and a vairiety of activities carried on within
neighborhoods.^ The biggest problem to blacks has been the
^Karl E, Taeuber, "Residential Segregation," Scientific
American, vol, 213, no, 2 (August, 1965), 12,
4
discrimination he has faced when trying to break away from crowded
conditions of his commimity and move out into other residential
areas. Most ofteji in order to get away from this "black
stacking" trend blacks seek housing in all white neighborhoods.
In a study done by Barth and Northwood, first black
residents and their white neighbors were interviewed.^ This
was a case study of six (6) neighborhoods in Seattle, Washing¬
ton which experienced a growth in its Black population. The
geographical location of Seattle would give one the impression
that minority housing would not be one of its problems. The
fact is prejudice and discrimination do exist there.
The "pioneers", as Barth and Northwood refer to the
black families, had different reasons for moving into all
white nei^borhoods. Briefly here are descriptions of six
cases reported I
Case II The house was selected because it was in
the University district to which the husband at¬
tended. There was no social agency involved in
finding the house. There was an opposition to
the black family moving into the neighborhood,
and as far as the neighbors were concerned the
presence of the family had no effect on property
values. This family had an annual income of $3»500.
Case III Family had an annual income between
$10,000 and $14,000. This family moved into the
white community because of its location and con¬
venience to schools and shopping centers besides
the fact that they felt the house was a good buy.
They learned about the house through a "white"
multiple-listing service. Their white neighbors
consider them to be exceptions but not "regular
Negroes."
^L.K. Northwood and Ernest A.J. Barth, Urb^ Desegrega¬
tion! Negro Pioneers and their White Neighbors (Seattle,
Washingtoni University of Washington Press, I965), p. xiii.
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Case nil This family was experiencing passive
hostility in their neighborhood but felt that
it would disappear. The annual income was
between $10,000 to $l4,000 and both husband
and wife had lived in integrated neighborhoods
as children. The selection of the neighborhood
came through a social aigency. The black family
bought without the former owners knowing that
they were black. The purchase was completed
by Caucasian friends.
Case IVI Annual Family Income of the family was
$9,000 to $10,000. Their home was found by a
black realtor and they were able to: move in with
no difficulty but there was an offer by the
commtinity club (formulated after blacks moved into
neighborhoods) to buy them out. When this alter¬
native failed, one neighbor put up a fence to shut
the black neighbor out. Also, the neighborhood
children were forbidden to play with black children.
Case Vi A design engineer and family with an annual
income of $12,000 wanted a home.worth $35,000.
Realtors tried to discourage their desire for a
home in a white neighborhood. Finally their
decision came through a Jewish real estate agent.
The opposition to their presence came in the form
of a petition and the real estate agency was
accused of blockbusting by the N.A.A.C.P.
Case VII Family with an annual income of $9,500
met passive hostility from a neighbor in the
Southern part of Seattle,
The six cases mentioned above show that economically
these "pioneers" are prosperous.
Duncan and Duncan in their study of The Negro Population
in Chicago found that persons of comparatively high socio¬
economic status in the invading population went, dispropor¬
tionately, into tracts with relatively high socioeconomic
status in 1940 while those of comparatively low status generally
took up residences primarily in tracts ranking low in socio-
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economic status at the beginning of the decade.^
Taeuber and Taeuber had similar findings to Duncan and
Duncan. In I965 their study showed that high status persons
of whatever color tend to seek out the best available area of
residence. Considering that a published study of 1957 and
one of 1965 produced a similar conclusion, we must ask why
has residential segregation existed for so long? At one time
the poverty of the black man was used as a reason for him being
segregated residentially but according to more recent studies
done this can no longer hold true.
Many studies have been done to this effect. Also mapy
laws have been written and rewritten to reduce discrimination
in housing practices and thereby reduce the amoimt of resi¬
dential segregation in cities.
Until 19^8 an individual who sold or rented his property
to a member of a racial or ethnic minority could under certain
cricumstances be fined or even jailed for this action.^ In
19^8 the Supreme Court ruled that restrictive racial covenants
^Otis Dudley Duncan and Beverly Duncan, The Negro Popu¬
lation of Chicago t A Sfaidy of Residential Succession
(Chicago* University of Chicago Press, l957), p. 22b.
2
Karl E. Taeuber and Alma F. Taeuber, NeCToes in Cities
(Chicago* Aldine Publishing Co., 1965)i P» lb4.
^George Grier and Eunice Grier, Equality and Beyond*
Housing Segregation and the Goals of the Great Society
(Chicago* Quadrangle Books, 1966), p. 52.
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in regard to private property were legally unenforceable. The
court will not back the agreements that still remain on some
agency books.
One of the laws that helped the long existing segrega¬
tion codes was written in the Federal Housing Administration's
(FHA) Underwriting Manual, This manual statedi "If a neigh¬
borhood is to retain stability, it is necessary that properties
shall continue to be occupied by the same social and racial
group.
P.H.A. also advised appraisers to lower the rating of
properties in mixed neighborhoods. With a statement like this
from a federal government aigency, it is no wonder why we had
the Code of the National Association of Real Estate Boards
stating until 1950 that
A realtor should never be instrumental in intro¬
ducing into a neighborhood, a character of, or
any individual whose presence will clearly be
detrimental to property values in the neighbor¬
hood, 2
As revised*
A realtor should never be instrumental in intro¬
ducing into a neighborhood a character of property
or use which will clearly be detrimental to property
values in that neighborhood.3
The argument that Negro occupancy hurts property values
^Ibid., p. 5^.
2
National Association of Real Estate Boards, Code of Ethics
Adopted June, 1924 as cited in Luigi Laurenti, Property Values
and Race (Berkeley* University of California Press, 1961^)",
p. 157
^Ibid.. revised November 17» 1950, p. 17.
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in a neighborhood is a persistent myth.^ Invasions almost
always affect the values of land, sometimes adversely, some¬
times favorably. Residential values may go down when business
or industry increases and takes away attractiveness of the
area of residence. That black occupancy hurts property
values, is a mechanism used by block-busters to gain their
fortunes by exploiting the buyers suid sellers.
'2
In an article entitled "Ghetto Makers" real estate
agency and money lending worlds air. were accused of being
ghetto makers. The accusation goes on to say that they are
racist, specializing in panic-salesmanship, though their
tactics are induced to change from white to black.
Rapkin and Grigsby found that speculators operating in
changing areas double their investments on the average.^
The speculators help panic whites to sell and then resale to
blacks.
An interesting study was done on housing patterns in a
suburb of Baltimore, Maryland by Rosen and Nicholson. It
seems that a group of business leaders were interested in
finding a solution to and maintaining bi-racial communities.
^Taeuber and Taeuber, op. cit., p. 21.
^"Ghetto Makers," Nation, vol, 193 (October 7. 1961).
222.
3
•^Charles Rapkin and William G. Grigsby, The Demand for
Housing in Racially Mixed Areas (Berkeleyi University of
California Press, 1960), p. 5.
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Ashburton was an exclusive suburbian neighborhood that
had begun to experience blockbusting. In 1956 a black high
school principal and his family bought a home in the Ashburton'
neighborhood. Upon the migration of more blacks, the resi¬
dential change was at its peak and “for sale signs began to go
up in all areas of the suburb. Real estate agents were active
in what was resulting in Ashburton. It was found that the fol¬
lowing practices were incorporated!
As soon as one house on a block was sold to
a Negro, swarms of agents went on a house to house
campaign, spreading the news and wsurning residents
to put their houses up for sale, 'while you can
still get the price.' Some brokers, when they got
listings, refused to show the homes to white
prospects. Specialists in Negro housing obviously
aware of the panic value, put up "sold signs" on
homes which had not really been sold, A few specu¬
lators purchased homes in strategic areas and
moved in low income Negro famines on a weekly-
remtal basis. Black families were persuaded to buy
under contract agreement requiring no down pajrment
and monthly installments 'just like rent,'
The ad in the real-estate sections of the news¬
paper openly proclaimed 'Ashburton colored' even
though our neighborhood was still more than 95 per
cent white,1
The real estate agent plays an important part in main¬
taining residential segregation even if he has to start the
first step by placing a no-rent-paying black into a previously
all white neighborhood. This is not to say that the total
blame for residential segregation is to be placed on the
realtor. Rather, it can be seen that shared beliefs are often
personal prejudices and they also play an important part in
^Ellsworth E, Rosen and Arnold Nicholson, "When A Negro
Moves Next Door," Saturday Evening Post, vol. 231 (April, 1959),
139-1^0.
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the maintenance of residential segregation.
Many whites wanted to continue to live at there places
of residency in Ashburton. They made complaints and brought
suits against the practices of real estate agents. The
problem was resolved and in order to maintain a bi-racial
commimity, a quota was established for black and white home-
owners .
This is a unique case and we can mark it as a start
toward an end to residential segregation. We must remember
that Ashburton is a suburbian neighborhood. The suburbs for
blacks has been costly and therefore, blacks have been unable
to move and unwilling to move.
Gunnsr Myrdal suggested that the prevalence of residential




Of the three above mentioned causes of residential segregation,
discrimination is the strongest and hardest one to cure in
society.
In an effort to summarize the degree of residential
segregation in a city, independently of the percentage of blacks
in the city, the segregation index is used as a technique of
measurement. Taeuber used this technique in measuring
^Gunnar Myrdal, An American Dilemma, as cited in Karl
E. Taeuber, "ResidentiiX Segregation,” Scientific American
vol. 213 (August, 1965)f 18.
2
Ibid., p. 12. Also referred to as "an index of dis-
similarity"but when used to compare white and black residential
distribution it is called segregation index.
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residential segregation in 20? cities in America. His study
was not restricted to any particular area in America. Prom
his figures he concluded that a high degree of residential
segregation based on race is a universal characteristic of
American cities no matter what section of the country. In
the present study of Atlanta this segregation index of
Taeuber will be employed to help in our conclusion about
Atlanta's population.
Today the neighborhoods, that were invaded by Blacks as
far back as 1921, are all Black. In order to see and under¬
stand how resident segregation has prevailed in Atlanta, a
brief history of the city’s residential patterns is necessary.
^Ibid., p. 13.
CHAPTER II
A HISTORY OF THE MOVEMENT OP THE BLACK
POPULATION IN ATLANTA
Most of the information about the history of the move¬
ment of the black population in Atlanta in this study has
been gathered from unpublished Master's Theses.
According to an unpublished master's thesis done by
Laroy Haynes in 19^0 the black population of Atlanta has been
increasing since I85O. He goes on to study the ecological
distribution of the increasing number of blacks in Atlanta
from 1850 to 1930.^ The increase of blacks is, from Haynes'
viewpoint, either natural or migratory, and presents itself
2
as a problem that is twofold.
First, there was a need for expansion
because of the influx of rural blacks.
Secondly, there was a desire for better
housing on the part of blacks in the higher
economic group.
Corresponding to the Haynes' thesis, in 1964, Dorothy
Slade discusses the early development of black districts in
Atlanta.
^Laroy Haynes, "The Ecological Distribution of Negro
Population in Atlanta" (unpublished M.A. Thesis, Atlanta





THE POPULATION OF ATLANTA 1850-1930 BY
CENSUS YEARS AND BY RACE*
Year Negro Population White Population City total for
Number Percentage Number Percentage All Races
1850 512 19.9 2,060 80,1 2,572
I860 1,939 20,3 7,615 79.7 9,554
1870 9,929 45.6 11,860 54,4 21,789
37,4o91880 16,330 43.7 21,079 56,3
1890 28,098 42,9 37.416 57.1 65,533
1900 35,727 39.8 34,090 60,2 89,872
1910 51,902 33.5 102,861 66,4 154,839
1920 62,796 31.3 137,785 68,7 200,616
1930 90,075 33.3 180,247 66,7 270,366
*Data from unpublished manuscript by Dr, Joseph Pierce,
professor of statistics of Atlanta University as quoted in
Laroy H.M. Haynes, "The Ecological Distribution of Negro
Population in Atlanta in 1939" (unpublished master's thesis
Department of Sociology, Atlanta University, 194-0), p, 9.
In 1890 although Atlanta was divided into six wards,
the black population was concentrated in Wards 1, 4-, and 6
making up approximately 42,9 per cent of the total population.
There was evidence of a population shift in 1940 from Wards
1 and 4 to Wards 3,^
When the shift was made from the use of Wards to census
tracts, the bulk of the black population was found in tracts
F-43, F-36, F-37, F-38, F-39, F-26, P-25, F-24, P-22, and F-23.
With the increasing prosperity of the black man came
the realization that he was living in overcrowded conditions
1
Dorothy Slade, "The Evolution of the Negro Areas in the
City of Atlanta" (unpublished M,A, Thesis, Atlanta University,
1964), pp, 13-15 as cited in Claudia Turner, "Changing Pat¬
terns in Southwest Atlanta from i960 to 197O" (unpublished M,A,
Thesis, Atlanta University, 197I), pp, 2-3*
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and he could not afford to do this any longer.
Prior to 1925 no blacks lived North of Simpson Street and
the Northside of Simpson Street was a residential section for
whites which continued northward to the city limits. Haynes
said that Jones and Simpson Streets were the most susceptible
spots for Blacks to attack in their search for an outlet of
expansion.
We have to take into consideration the time of these
expansion attempts by blacks. White resistance was overt.
One of the reasons for this was that in what ever action they
took against blacks or other minorities the court was in
favor of him. Also as mentioned in Chapter I government
agencies and realtors had codes of discrimination, although
in the case of the realtors it is found that some of them
did, indeed, disregard the "Realtors Code of Ethics" but only
in terms of their own self interest. Very few considered
the executions that would probably take place against the
"invaders." The point here is that if the government sanctions
discrimination in housing as the F.H.A. did in their Under¬
writing Manual (see p. 7 of Chapter I), opposition by the
people will definitely occur, especially when they feel
threatened.
Racial friction has occurred in every community in
Atlanta with the attempts made by blacks to expand beyond
their "white-defined" boundaries. There have been bombings,
threats, fires and even physical blockades. For example al¬
though the press did not report all of the violence that
15
occurred in cities, Charles Abrams gives the following examples
of some of the violence that did occur from 1949 through 1952:^
GEORGIA ACTS TO ENFORCE HOUSING SEGREGATION
Georgia is moving to halt sales of white
neighborhood homes to Negroes, a practice that has
brought sporadic violence to the South..,. Saturday
night, dynamite ripped a home in a white section
of Atlanta. Negroes had just purchased the house.
New York World Telegrams,
March 91 1949
NEGRO’S LICENSE REVOKED IN SALE OF "WHITE" HOMES
Georgia today took away the license of a Negro




RACIAL ECHO IN BLASTING OF HOUSE
An explosion here early Sxmday morning blasted
the front of an empty house about to be
occupied by a Negro family. Police said the
house is in a predominantly white neighborhood.
Atlanta Constitution
JuneT:H,“1952
Many mechanisms have been used by the majority group to
maintain segregation in housing in Atlanta. The condition of
blacks and their residences was no longer one of pure economics
but was racial.. Names of streets were changed so that whites
would not appear to live on the same streets with blacks.
There was a "Gentlemen's Agreement" which stated that blacks
were not to move beyond Westview Drive.^ Despite this,
^Charles Abrams, Forbidden Neighbors (New Yorki Harper
and Brothers, 1955)i pp. 87-88.
2
Claudia Turner, "Changing Residential Patterns in South¬




westside expansion began in 19^0 and continued. In 19^0, the
then mayor of Atlanta, Hartsfield made an appeal to the Atlanta
Real Estate Board, He asked that they do something to reduce
the number of sales made to blacks for housing in white districts.
In studying the expansion of the black community in
Atlanta from 19^0 to 1958, Gloriastene Thompson found that al¬
most no blacks live beyond the Fulton County line within the
city limits, Thompson concludes, after making her study and
utilizing Duncan and Duncan's study of the Negro Population in
Chicago, that as the black man started expanding into white
residential areas, their socioeconomic characteristics were
simileir.
The principal pull factor for Atlanta, historically, has
been the railroads, Atlanta was serviced by thirteen main¬
lines of seven railroads.^ This had an effect on residential
patterns because the land near the railroads was cheaper and
many blacks worked for the railroad. The railroad served as
a barrier dividing white residential sections from the black
residential sections. The barrier was effective until blacks
became economically able to break through it and move westward
seeking better housing, neighborhoods and education. Increasing
industrialization and the inability of rural areas to support
and provide the needs of its population made for a great in¬
flux of migrants from outside of Atlanta into inner city
^"Life in Buckhead," Fortune Magazine, vol, 64 (September,
1961), p, 110,
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Atlanta. The situation had become a crowded one for the black
man, it had become necessary to expand further westward. This
movement included Mozley Park.
During the period following World War II, when
black expansion was rising, white residents desig¬
nated West View Drive as a limit of black expansion.
The white residents did not allow Negro builders to
build within 100 yaurds of West View Drive;
However when blacks began to secure permits to
build in Mozley Park, whites tried to have their
permits revoked. They succeeded in revoking the
brokers license of a black real estate broker whom
they charged with misrepresentation of clients.1
In 1952, some black "leaders" agreed not to expand be¬
yond the boundary in order to purchase a sector for black
residential expansion. This negotiation came about through
the Westside Mutual Development Committee. This committee
was a channel created by Mayor William B. Hartsfield to help
blacks and whites work out land concessions. The movement of
blacks into Mozley Park continued. By 195^ blacks possessed
Mozley Park with its park and school.
A thesis done in 1957 by Carson Lee on "The Social
Cheiracteristics of Negroes Who Invaded a White Residential
Area in the City of Atlanta" produced information similar to
findings of other researchers in studying the invading
population characteristics of blacks. Lee wrote that, "the
evidence suggests that by any criterion...family stability,
education, occupation, civic responsibility, etc.,.,.that the
invading group matches and in many instances is superior to the
'Turner, op. cit., p. 23*
18
group being invaded.^
After 1958 the channel, Westside Mutual Development
Committee had ceased to function. The buffer zones no
longer served as barriers to the expansion of blacks.
Blacks have unceasingly moved westward. This leads us into
our discussion of the patterns of residences in Atlanta for
the past decade.
^Carson Lee, "The Social Characteristics of Negroes
Who Invaded a White Residential Area in the City of Atlanta,"
(unpublished Master's Thesis), 1957f p, 51«
CHAPTER III
RESIDENTIAL SEGREGATION, 1960-1970
The expansion of the black population in Atlanta during
the decade of the sixties is a dramatic situation. The in¬
creasing population of blacks had had an effect on the migratory
patterns of the blacks. Blacks had broken through all of the
barriers and obstacles that were trying to prevent their west¬
ward movement.
In 1962, a 2 by 12 inch wooden barrier athwart Peyton
and Harlan roads^ in an effort to stop blacks from moving
further westward. Prom blacks came protest, A demand by blacks
for an explanation of the barricade was demanded from Mayor
Ivan Allen, Jr, Mayor Ivan Allen said that blockbusting real
estate operators were loose in the white residential area
known as Peyton Utoy Forest, There was also a fear that with
the entrance of blacks, the value of the property would de¬
crease. Action was teiken by blacks. The All Citizens Corn-
mi tte for Better City Planning was formed and a temporary
boycott of white merchants in the area went into effect. Also
two legal proceedings were launched. The barricade was
^"WallI Barricade Across Two Streets," Newsweek
(January 14, 1963), vol. 6I, 26,
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removed, and blacks continued to pioneer westward.
Interestingly enough the differences in the population
of Atlanta from I960 to 1970 show an increase for blacks and a
decrease for whites. The Atlanta-Pulton County area shows an
increase by ^5$975 blacks and a decrease of 32,316 from i960
until 1970, for whites.
The distribution of the white and black population in
i960 i960 by Census tracts reveals that the white population
was in a majority in the Atlanta-Fulton County area (See Ap¬
pendix A), The tracts show that 97*5 percent or more blacks
livdd in eleven tracts« P-18, F-22, P-23t F-24, F-25» F-26,
F-29, P-36, F-37, F-38, and P-44, In i960 the bulk of the
black population was in these tracts which included Vine
City, Hunter Hills and Mozley Park,
TABLE 2
BLACKS DIVIDED ACCORDING TO PERCENT IN
CENSUS TRACTS, I960
Percent Black I960 Number of Tracts
No Blacks 3
Under 1.0 21
1.0 to 9.9 25
10.0 to 29.9 11
30.0 to 49.9 5
50.0 to 7^.9 3
75.0 to 89.9 11
90.0 to 97.4 8
97.5 to 100.00 11
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On the map that follows (Figure 1) note the position of
the blacks and also areas that are without blacks. The blacks
appear to be around the central business district. Judging
from the many slanted lines on the census tract map for I960,
the westward movement was continuing.
By 1970 the census tracts showed that blacks had moved
westward in large numbers (Figure 2), and that whites were
leaving•
TABLE 3
BLACKS DIVIDED ACCORDING TO PERCENT IN
CENSUS TRACTS, 1970
Percent Black 1970 Number of Tracts
No Blacks 3
Under 1,0 18
1,0 to 9.9 25
10,0 to 29.9 10
30,0 to 49.9 5
50,0 to 74,9 7
75.0 to 89.9 4
90,0 to 97.^ 13
97.5 to 100,00 25
There's a pattern of expansion for the blackvpopulation.
The use of the triangle for black populations of 90,0 to 97*^
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With this increase in population, housing became more
of a problem. In discussing expansion of a population it is
a necessity to also discuss housing. Housing was one of the
push factors for blacks who pioneered out of the earlier
barricades of whites. By using the statistics from housing,
the segregation index of Taeuber and Taeuber was employed to
determine whether residential segregation had increased or
decreased in Atlanta. The rationale of the segregation index
is that if there are no forces working toward residential
segregation in a city, any given neighborhood would show about
the same proportion of whites, Negroes and other races as one
would find in the city as a whole,^
In i960 the Atlanta-Fulton County area had a reading
of 85.50 on the segregation index. According to Taeuber this
means that if the city were to achieve unsegregated patterns
of residence then 85.50 percent of all blacks would have to
2
be redistricted to all exclusively white areas. For 1970
this index reading was 86,68, This indicates a rise in resi¬
dential segregation from i960 to 1970, One of the criticisms
of residential segregation is that it does not indicate the
character of residential segregation in a city,^ This is
important because the segregation index is supposed to be
^Karl j@, Taeuber, "Residential Segregation," Scientific




olajective. The difference between 1960's reading and 1970's
reading equals 1,68, If it were not for the character of




From the data collected one is able to see the patterns
of mobility of the black population in Atlanta from I960 to
1970.
In i960 the majority population in Atlanta was white
with a segregation index of 85.50. The majority population
turned over to black but the segregation index went up to
86.68. This was due partially to the fact that blacks began
to enter neighborhoods which had been designated to be white.
The influx of blacks with an exit by whites led to more resi¬
dential segregation.
Atlanta has had a continuous history of resistance to
integrating residences made up of both blacks and whites.
Barriers have been set up to prevent blacks from entering
"forbidden neighborhoods." The westward movement of blacks
in Atlanta has been the most dramatic of all. The Gen¬
tleman's Agreement, the railroads, the Peyton Road Barri¬
cade and other mechanisms used, all failed the whites in




From the study done here, we can conclude thati
1. Housing in the city of Atlanta in 1970 was
even more segregated with a hlack majority
than it was in i960 with a white majority
population. And, although we do see whites
exiting from the city, greater housing
integration has not resulted,
2. The percentage of blacks is at a steady
increase.
3. People need to know more about property values
and realtor tricks.
APPENDIX A
DISTRIBUTION OF WHITE AND BLACK POPULATION BY CENSUS TRACTS






Blacks Percentage Whites Percentage
F-OOOl 5.215 1.16 29 .56 5,186 99.44
F-0002 5,743 1.28 9 .16 5,734 99.84
F-0004 3,057 .68 64 2.09 2,990 97.81
F-OOO5 3.481 .77 19 .55 3,461 99.43
F-0006 3.361 .75 150 4.46 3,203 95.30
F-OOO7 2,222 .49 915 41.22 1,303 58.64
F-0008 5,220 1.16 3,549 67.99 1,669 31.97
F-OOO9 2,649 .59 1,025 38.69 1,621 61.29
F-OOlO 4,166 .93 63 1.51 4,083 98.01
F-0011 2.664 ,60 44 1.65 2,618 98.27
F-0012 5,050 1.13 51 1.01 4,983 98.67
F-0013 5,956 1.33 1,014 17.02 4,930 82.77
F-0014 2,251 .50 10 .44 2,237 99.38
F-0015 5,532 1.24 32 .58 5,488 99.20
F-0016 2,898 .65 15 .52 2,882 99.45
F-0017 7,416 1.66 6,887 92.87 522 7.03
F-0018 10,071 2.25 9,917 98.47 151 1.50
F-0019 1,308 .29 133 10.17 1,160 88.69
F-0020 1,621 .36 12 .74 1,605 99.01
F-0021 3,087 .69 31 1.00 3,051 98.83
F-0022 5,370 1.20 5,369 99.98 1 .02
F-0023 6,686 1.50 6,622 99.04 64 .96
F-0024 5,417 1.21 5,408 99.83 - -
F-0025 7,833 1.75 7,831 99.97 - -
F-0026 5,538 1.24 5,533 99.91 1 .02
F-0027 907 .20 337 37.16 569 62,73
F-0028 4,186 .94 95.46 160 3.82
F-0029 4 864 1.09 4,848 99.67 .33
























































































































































































































































































































Blacks Percentage Whites Percentage
P-0063 6,056 1.36 5,705 94.20 349 5.76
F-0064 1,908 .43 1,908 100.00
P-0065 5.625 1.26 2 .04 5,622 99.95
P-0066 5,300 1.18 349 6.58 4,945 93.30
P-0067 8,805 1.97 3,763 42.74 5,036 57.19
P-0068 2,724 .61 791 29.04 1,911 70.15
P-0069 4,173 •V. 12 .29 4,161 99.71
P-0070 7.443 1.66 9 .12 7,434 99.88
P-0071 2,816 .63 2,151 76.38 665 23.62
P-0072 5,819 1.30 1,502 25.81 4,314 74.14
P-0073 2.725 .61 138 5.06 2,587 94.94
P-0074 2,202 .49 - — 2,201 95.95
P-0075 5,049 1.13 183 3.62 4,858 96.22
P-0076 5.103 1.14 34 .67 5,059 99.14
P-0077 4,888 1.09 275 5.63 4,613 94.37
P-0078 4,304 .96 670 15.57 3,632 84.39
P-0079 3.472 .78 4 .12 3,468 99.88
P-0080 6,472 1.45 191 2.95 6,281 97.05
P-0081 4,408 .99 2,249 68.11 2,159 33.36
P-0082 4,720 1.06 4,190 88.77 530 11.23
P-0083 8,759 1.96 7,374 84.19 1,375 15.70
P-0084 4,588 1.03 3,897 84.94 691 15.06
P-0085 5,923 1.32 3 .05 5,918 99.92
P-0086 7,103 1.59 458 6.45 6,644 93.54
P-0087 8.655 1.94 8,242 93.54 413 5.81
P-0088 4,805 1.08 391 8.14 4,4l4 91.86
P-0089 6,428 1.44 844 13.13 5,573 86.70
P-0090 3,888 .87 5 .13 3,883 99.87
P-0091 5,182 1.16 35 .68 5,145 99.29
P-0092 3.089 .69 157 5.08 2,927 94.76
P-0093 5.148 1.15 15 .29 5,134 99.71
30



























Blacks Percentage Whites Percentage
1.22 60 1.10 4,502 83.12
.97 116 2.66 4,237 97.34
1.88 264 3.14 8,128 96.82
.66 210 7.07 2,760 92.93
1.08 219 4.52 4,628 95.42
.77 105 3.05 3,338 97.03
1.39 65 1.04 6,161 98.96
.06 257 100.00
.01 70 15.87 371 84.13
.03 - - 139 100.00
179.075 40.07 256.230 57.33
*Sourcei U.S. Bureau of the Census. U.S. Censuses of Population and Housing.t
i960 Census Tracts. Final Report PHC(l)-2.~ Atlanta, Georgia.SMSA. Washington!
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1962.
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APPENDIX B
DISTRIBUTION OF WHITE AND BLACK POPULATION BY CENSUS TRACTS






Blacks Percentage Whites Percentage
F-OOOl 4,6o4 1.02 14 .30 4,582 99.52
F-0002 5»465 1.21 7 .13 5,449 99.71
F-0004 1,938 .43 24 1.24 1,907 98.40
F-OOO5 3,190 .71 21 .66 3,153 98.84
F-OOO6 2,022 .45 45 2.22 1,950 96.44
F-OOO7 2,155 .47 984 45.66 1,170 54.29
F-0008 3,940 .87 3,740 94.92 192 4.87
F-0009 1,259 .27 165 13.10 1,040 82.60
F-OOlO 3,818 .84 24 .63 3,709 97.14
F-OOll 2,299 40 1.74 2,230 96.99
F-0012 4,245 .94 123 2.90 4,055 95.52
F-0013 4,862 1.07 719 14.79 4,099 84.31
F-0014 1,874 .41 7 .37 1,858 99.15
F-0015 4,797 1.06 23 .48 4,752 99.06
F-0016 1,679 .37 47 2.80 1,628 96.96
F-0017 5,009 1.11 4,610 92.08 391 7.80
F-0018 3,633 .80 3,586 98.71 46 1.26
F-0019 893 .19 58 6.49 826 92.50
F-0020 1,200 .26 37 3.08 1,158 96.50
F-0021 2,133 .47 437 2.05 1,671 78.34
F-0022 3,693 .82 3,687 99.84 5 .13
F-0023 6,119 1.35 6,070 99.20 40 .65
F-0024 5,179 1.15 5,168 99.79 4 .08
F-0025 6,020 1.33 6,011 99.85 4 .07
F-0026 3,905 .86 3,897 99.80 1 .03
F-0027 765 .16 142 18.56 619 80.91
F-0028 2,967 .65 2,453 82.68 512 17.26
F-0029 2,869 .63 2,841 99.02 26 .91
F-0030 3.148 .69 142 4.51 2.991 95.01
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Blacks Percentage Whites Percentage
F-0031 3.267 .72 3,016 92.32 251 7.68
F-0032 2,351 .52 739 31.43 1,608 68.40
F-0033 3,854 .85 3.790 98.34 50 1.30
F-0035 771 .17 346 44.88 423 54.86
F-0036 8O9 .18 794 98.14 12 1.48
F-0037 1,282 ,28 1,277 99.61 - -
F-0038 4,461 .99 4,385 98.30 47 1.05
F-0039 3,719 .82 3,680 98.95 31 .83
F-0040 3,921 .87 3,743 95.46 171 4.36
F-0041 3.306 .73 1,747 52.84 1,542 46.64
P-0042 2.318 .51 1,307 56.38 983 42.41
F-0043 2,643 .59 2,579 97.58 54 2.04
f-0044 3,519 .78 3,504 99.57 13 .37
f-0045 827 .18 815 98.55 12 1.45
F-0046 1,582 .35 1,575 99.56 7 .44
F-0047 1,684 .37 1,610 95.61 74 4.39
F-0048 1,966 .44 1,423 72.38 540 27.47
F-0049 2,397 .53 252 10.51 2,133 88.99
F-0050 2,731 i6l 16 .59 2,717 99.12
F-0052 4,464 .99 106 2.37 4,337 97.16
F-0053 5,434 1.20 2,887 53.13 2,502 46.23
F-0055.01 5,277 1.17 5,2p 98.79 63 1.69
F-0055.02 5,889 1.31 5,669 96.26 217 3.68
F-0056 4,961 1.10 4,891 98.59 69 1.39
F-0057 2,537 .56 2,368 93.34 168 6.62
F-0058 2,236 .50 131 5.86 2,096 93.74
F-0059 754 .17 170 22.55 583 77.32
F-0060 5,516 1,22 4,092 74.18 l,4l4 25.63
F-0061 5,801 1.29 3,849 66.35 1,945 33.53
F-0062 2,497 .55 944 37.81 1,549 62.03
F-0063 4,739 1.05 4.573 96.50 163 3.44
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Blacks Percentage Whites Percentage
F-0064 1,691 .37 130 7.69 1,554 91.90
F-0065 4,819 1.07 11 .23 4,783 99.25
F-0066.01 2,730 .61 203 7.44 2,516 92.16
F-0066.02 1,768 .39 127 7118 1,631 99.25
F-0067 7.823 1,74 5,864 74.96 1,949 24.91
F-OO68 4,717 1.05 1,356 28.75 3.326 70.51
F-0069 4,099 .91 27 .76 4,066 99.19
F-0070 9,532 2.11 16 .17 9,499 99.65
F-0071 4,054 .90 2,955 72.89 1,090 26.89
F-0072 8,063 1.79 2,339 29.01 5,702 70.72
P-0073 4,870 1.08 94 1.93 4,763 97.80
F-0074 3,342 .74 30 .90 3,310 99.04
F-0075 3,902 .86 96 2.46 3,789 97.10
F-0076.01 6,768 1.50 86 1.27 6,64o 98.11
F-0076.02 2,793 .62 200 7.16 2.589 92.70
F-0077.01 5,468 1.21 1.456 26,63 3,998 73.12
P-0077.02 3,878 .86 59 1.52 3.811 98.27
F-0078.01 14,948 3.31 14,764 98.77 164 1.10
F-0078.02 2,334 .52 354 15.17 1,976 84.66
P-0079 4,64l 1.03 3,727 80.31 906 19.52
F-0080 6,811 1.51 3,247 47.67 3,554 52.18
F-0081.01 1,553 1,356 87.31 194 12,49
F-0081.02 6,570 1.46 6,508 99.06 48 .74
F-0082.01 7.197 1.60 6,998 97.23 193 2.68
F-0082.02 4,333 .96 4,305 99.35 27 .62
F-0083.01 5,391 1.20 5,372 99.65 32 .24
F-OO83.O2 6,032 1.34 6,025 99.88 4 .07
F-0084 7,289 1.62 7,228 99.16 53 .73
F-0085 8,675 1.93 8,446 97.36 206 2.37
F-0086.01 7,335 1.63 6.833 93.16 497 6.78
P-0086.02 5.895 1.31 5,527 93.76 364 6.17
34






Blacks Percentage Whites Percentage
F-0087.01 6,666 1.48 6,654 99.82 5 .08
F-0087.02 4,788 1.06 4,456 93.07 317 6.62
F-0088 4,240 .94 516 12.12 3,712 87.55
F-0089 9,876 2.19 419 4.24 9,433 95.51
F-0090 3,783 .84 1 .03 3,772 99.71
F-0091 7,311 1.62 54 .74 7,232 98.92
F-0092 3,613 .80 6 .17 3,591 99.39
F-0093 5,386 1.20 6 .11 5,365 99.61
F-009^ 5,356 1.19 44 .82 5,287 98.71
F-0095 5,882 1.31 66 1.12 5,802 98.64
F-0096 8,332 1.85 121 1.45 8,184 98.22
F-0097 3,228 .75 150 4.65 3,077 95.32
F-0098 5,991 1.33 137 2.29 5,845 97.56
F-0099 4,249 .94 42 .99 4,195 98.73
F-OlOO 6,498 1.44 13 .20 6,474 99.63
F-OlOl.Ol 143 .03 - — 143 100.00
F-0102.01 9o4 .20 3 .33 900 99.56
F-0103 1,499 .33 - - 1,496 99.80
Total 450,259 225,050 50.00 223,887 49.72
♦SourceI U.S, Bureau of the Census. U.S. Censuses of Population and Housingi
1970 Census Tracts. Final Report PHC(l)-l4. Atlanta, Georgia. SMSA. Washingtoni
U.S. Government Printing Office.
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APPENDIX C
OCCUPANCY OF HOUSING UNITS BY CENSUS TRACTS,













F-OOOl 1,870 1.33 1,818 97.22 3 .16 39 2.09
F-0002 2,270 1.62 2,190 96.48 3 .13 45 1.98
F-0004 1,435 1.02 1,336 93.10 36 2.51 46 3.21
F-0005 1,389 .99 1,314 94.60 2 .14 35 2,52
F-0006 1,096 .78 996 90.88 37 3.38 37 3.38
P-0007 507 .36 342 67.46 155 30.57 3 .59
F-0008 1,447 1.03 434 29.99 949 65.58 51 3.52
F-0009 705 .50 425 60.28 261 37.02 15 2.13
F-OOlO 747 .53 676 90.50 27 3.61 23 3.08
F-0011 1,402 1.00 1,240 88.45 26 1.85 120 8.56
F-0012 2,734 1.95 2,504 91.59 38 1.37 144 5.27
F-0013 2,412 1.72 1,899 78.73 298 12.35 211 8.75
F-0014 1,003 .71 945 94.22 6 .60 40 3.99
F-0015 2,509 1.79 2,387 95.14 21 .84 84 3.35
F-0016 1,212 .86 1,142 94,22 9 .74 40 3.30
F-0017 2,071 1.48 87 4.20 1,899 91.69 66 3.19
F-0018 3,357 2.39 73 2.17 3,091 92.08 102 3.04
F-0019 642 .46 486 75.70 56 8.72 31 4.83
F-0020 496 .35 479 96.57 6 1.21 11 2.22
F-0021 942 .67 906 96.18 8 .85 21 2.23
F-0022 1,455 1.04 1 .07 1,420 97.59 13 .89
F-0023 1,884 1.34 17 .90 1,793 95.17 54 2.87
F-0024 1,557 1.11 -- mm mm 1,514 97.24 34 2.18
F-0025 2,262 1.61 --. -- 2,203 97.39 49 2.17
F-0026 1,712 1.22 -- -- 1,605 93.75 71 4.15
F-0027 400 .28 351 87.75 20 5.00 3 .75
F-0028 1,532 1.09 34 2.22 90.86
F-0029 1 562 1.11 10 .64 1 484 95.01 34
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P-0030 1,612 1.15 1,429 88.65 29 1.80 47 2.92
P-0031 851 .61 315 37.05 468 54.99 10 1.18
P-0032 954 .68 708 74.21 182 19.08 44 4.61
P-0033 1,595 1.14 1 .06 1,523 95.49 31 1.94
P-0035 44o .31 347 78.86 68 15.45 18 4,09
P-0036 981 .70 — — 926 94.39 18 1.83
P-0037 678 .48 — — 674 99.41 2 .29
P-0038 1,528 1.09 3 .20 1,484 97.12 26 1.70
P-0039 1,305 .93 151 11.57 1,114 85.36 33 2.53
P-0040 1,244 .89 278 22.35 940 75.56 10 .80
P-004l 1,563 1.11 1,430 91.49 15 .96 98 6.27
P-0042 1,239 .88 1,117 90.15 47 3.79 36 2.91
P-0043 1,083 .77 24 2,22 1,035 95.57 20 1.85
P-0044 1,454 1.04 26 1.79 1,352 92.98 31 2.13
P-0045 631 .45 166 26.31 373 59.11 29 4,60
P-0046 1,380 .98 337 24.42 943 68.33 64 4,64
P-0047 1,340 .95 216 16.12 1,074 80.15 19 1.42
P-0048 1,012 .72 520 51.38 405 40.02 60 5.93
P-0049 1,225 .87 1,114 90.94 35 2.86 49 4,00
P-0050 1,051 .75 999 95.05 3 .29 38 3.62
P-0052 1,572 1,12 1,510 96.06 4 .25 51 3.24
P-0053 1,729 1.23 1,629 94.22 16 .93 66 3.82
P-OO55-A 1,894 1.35 461 24.34 1,371 72.39 47 2,48
P-OO55-B 1,522 1.08 108 7.10 1,377 90.47 13 .85
P-0056 1,668 1.19 583 34.95 919 55.10 93 5.58
P-0057 1,028 *73 47 4.57 948 92.22 25 2.43
P-0058 885 .63 852 96.27 -> 10 1.13
P-0059 516 .37 437 84.69 36 6.98 19 3.68
P-0060 1,564 1.11 1,525 97.51 1 .06 32 2.05
P-0061 1,729 1.23 1,546 89.42 127 7.35 40 2.31
P-0062 965 .69 746 77.31 163 16.89 39 4.04
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F-0063 1,612 1.15 97 6.02 1,453 90.14 43 2.67
F-0064 658 .47 603 91.64 52 7.90
F-0065 1,926 1.37 1,857 96.42 •••• 57 2.96
F-0066 1,810 1.29 1,660 91.71 81 4.48 40 2.21
F-0067 2,556 1.82 1,507 58.96 950 37.17 71 2.78
F-0068 20 .01 20 100.00
F-0069 1,281 .91 1,245 97.19 3 .23 24 1.87
F-0070 2,356 1.68 2,106 89.28 1 .04 212 8.99
F-0071 694 .49 169 24.35 438 63.11 71 10.23
F-0072 1,832 1.30 1,139 62.17 320 17.47 357 19.49
P-0073 780 .56 695 84.49 30 3.85 21 2.69
P-0074 652 .46 632 96.93 15 2.30
F-0075 1.785 1.27 1,707 95.63 61 3.42 11 .62
F-0076 1,284 .91 1,254 97.66 4 .31 7 .55
F-0077 1,443 1.03 1,270 88.01 55 3.81 88 6.10
P-0078 1,389 .99 986 70.99 134 9.65 229 16.49
F-0079 1,000 •71 942 94.20 1 .10 48 4.80
F-0080 2,044 1.46 1,950 95.40 38 1.86 37 1.81
F-0081 1,203 .86 621 51,62 533 44.31 4l 3.41
F-OO82 1,437 1.02 157 10.93 1,050 73.07 193 13.43
P-0083 2,274 1.62 296 13.02 1,797 79.02 153 6.73
F-0084 1,325 .94 199 15.02 1,069 80.68 44 3.32
P-0085 1,829 1.30 1,774 96.99 1 .05 34 i.86
F-0086 1,945 1.39 1,772 91.11 62 3.19 36 1.85
F-0087 1,908 1.36 Il4 5.97 1,657 86.84 125 6.55
F-0088 1,406 1.00 1,249 88.83 103 7.33 36 2.56
F-0089 2,039 1.45 1,734 85.53 6 .29 82 4.02
P-0090 1,262 .90 1,239 98.18 1 .08 19 1.51
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F-0091 2,505 1.78 2,415 96.41 10 .40 49 1.96
F-0092 1,063 .76 993 93.41 42 3.95 19 1.78
F-0093 2,053 1.46 1,959 95.42 6 .29 66 3.21
Fe0094 1,497 1.07 1,446 96.59 19 1.27 25 i.67
F-0095 1,632 1.16 1,509 92.46 30 1.84 18 1.10
F-0096 3,591 2.56 3,325 92.59 74 2.06 160 4.42
F-0097 792 .56 723 91.29 42 5.30 15 1.89
F-0099 1,350 .96 1,253 92.81 50 3.70 28 2.07
F-0099 988 .70 952 96.36 10 1.01 10 1.01
F-OlOO 2,112 1.50 1,966 93.09 26 1.23 66 3.13
F-0101 77 .05 73 94.81 3 3.90
F-0102 83 .06 79 95.18 2 2.41
F-0103 46 .03 43 93.48 — — 2 4.28
Total 140,390 96,407 68.67 46,173 32.89 5,202 3.71
♦SourceI U.S. Bureau of the Census. U.S, Censuses of Population and Housingi
i960 Census Tracts. Final Report PHC(l)-2. Atlanta, GeorgTa. SMSA. Washington!
U.S. Government Printing Office, I962.
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APPENDIX D
OCCUPANCY OP HOUSING UNITS BY CENSUS TRACTS
RACE, AND VACANCIESI 1970*
Occuoied Bv
Census Total Percen- V/hites Percen- Blacks Percen- Vacancy Percen-
Tract tage tage tage tage
F-OOOl 1,951 1.31 97.64 4 .20 39 1.99
P-0002 2,5^2 1.47 96.06 ... 97 3.81
F-000i^ 1,129 .65 1,029 91.14 11 1.97 84 7.44
F-OOO5 1,694 .98 1,587 93.68 8 .47 5.37
P-OOO6 798 .46 709 88.84 12 1.50 67 8.39
F-OOO7 417 .24 259 62.11 134 32.13 22 5.27
F-0008 1,281 .74 69 5.38 142 89.14 68 5.30
F-OOO9 267 .15 175 65.54 50 18.72 41 15.36
P-OOlO 449 .26 392 87.30 4 .89 34 7.57
F-OOll 1,446 .84 1,240 85.75 11 • 76 183 12.65
F-0012 2,710 1.57 2,388 88.11 34 1.25 259 9.55
F-OOI3 2,298 1.33 1,819 79.02 238 10.35 223 9.70
F-0014 1,025 .59 912 88.97 4 106 10.34
F-OOI5 2,580 1.49 2,409 93.37 11 151 5.85
F-OOI6 787 .46 690 87.67 13 1.65 81 10.29
F-OOI7 1,717 .99 14 .81 1,520 88.52 180 10.48
F-0018 1,524 .88 27 1.77 1,323 86,81 174 11.41
F-OOI9 573 .33 420 73.29 29 5.06 117 20.41
P-0020 637 .37 613 96.23 17 2.66 5 .78
F-0021 789 .46 635 80.48 120 15.20 22 2.78
F-0022 1,244 .72 4 .32 1,203 96.70 37 2.97
P-0023 1.969 1.14 16 .81 1,862 94.56 88 4.46
F-0024 1,733 1.01 1 .05 1,667 96.19 63 3.64
F-0025 2,007 1.16 3 .14 1,934 96.36 68 3.38
F-0026 1,405 .81 ~ — 1,311 93.30 90 6.40
F-0027 240 .14 213 88.75 25 10.42
F-0028
F-0029 1,§?1 .58.62 1847 i.lU 77.3795.^4 4040 4.003.72
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F-0030 1,276 .74 1,015 79.54 42 3.29 214 16.77
F-0031 907 83 9.15 781 86.10 43 4.74
F-0032 823 .48 521 63.30 233 28.31 67 8.14
F-0033 1,443 .84 21 1.45 1,389 96.25 26 1.80
F-0035 326 .19 227 69.63 92 28.22 5 1.53
F-0036 247 .14 13 1.21 228 92.31 14 5.66
F-0037 602 .38 — 595 98.84 2 .33
F-0038 1,268 .74 10 .78 1,214 95.74 37 2.91
P-0039 1,289 .75 17 1.31 1.243 96.43 26 2.01
P-0040 1,267 .74 4.57 1,163 91.89 44 3.47
F-004i 1,212 .70 633 52.22 470 38.77 103 8.49
F-0042 891 .52 535 60.0k 322 36.14 27 3.03
F-0043 745 .43 1 .13 715 95.97 25 3.35
F-0044 1,244 .72 11 .88 1,154 92.77 77 6.19
F-0045 299 .17 3 1.00 221 73.91 71 23.75
F-0046 611 3 .49 482 78.88 126 20.62
F-0047 771 .45 22 2.85 534 69.26 214 27.75
F-0048 651 .38 245 37.63 291 44.70 15 2.30
F-0049 769 .45 635 82.57 50 6.50 78 10.14
F-0050 933 .54 868 93.03 86 .86 53 5.68
F-0052 1,618 .94 1,519 93.88 20 1.24 73 4.51
F-0053 1,661 .96 860 51.77 653 39.31 140 8.42
P-0055.01 1,637 .95 28 1.71 1,467 89.62 I4l 8.61
F-0055.02 1,611 .93 75 4.65 1,488 92.36 47 2.92
F-0056 1,419 .82 16 1.12 1,255 88.44 147 10.96
P-0057 873 .50 67 7.65 759 86.74 47 5.37
F-0058 846 .49 767 90.66 28 3.31 47 5.55
P-0059 310 .18 241 77.74 61 19.67 8 2.58
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P-0060 1,790 1.03 625 3'*. 91 1,036 57.87 125 6.98
P-0061 1,721 1.00 712 41.37 902 52.41 105 6.10
P-0062 834 .48 518 62.11 252 30.22 62 7.43
P-0063 1,505 .87 29 1.92 1,394 92.62 80 5.32
P-0064 624 .36 556 89.10 35 5.61 29 4.64
P-0065 1,901 1.10 1,826 96.05 2 .11 66 3.47
P-0066.01 1,039 .60 954 91.81 54 5.19 28 2.69
P-0066.02 698 .40 610 87.39 35 5.01 50 7.16
P-0067 2,577 1.49 697 27.04 1,763 68.41 114 4.42
P-0068 19 19 100.00
P-0069 1,468 .85 1,421 96.79 5 .34 41 2.79
F-0070 3,080 1.79 2,900 94.15 4 113 168 5.45
P-0071 1,001 .58 318 31.76 664 66.33 15 1.50
P-0072 2,151 1.25 1,593 74.01 503 23.38 46 2.14
P-0073 1,442 ;84 1,386 96.11 19 1.32 32 2.22
P-0074 l,p2 .66 1,044 92.22 10 .88 76 6.71
P-0075 1,609 .93 1,531 95.15 30 1.86 38 2.36
P-0076.01 2,752 1.60 2,603 94.58 9 .33 131 4.86
P-0076.02 946 863 91.22 ^2 5.49 29 3.07
P-0077.01 1,994 1.16 1,369 68.65 44o 22.06 177 8.87
P-0077.02 1,339 .78 1,246 93.05 27 2.02 62 4.63
P-0078.01 4,509 2.61 65 1.44 4,382 97.18 1.24
P-0078.02 1,117 .65 870 77.88 203 18.17 43 3.85
P-0079 1,297 .75 295 22.74 979 75.48 22 1.70
P-0080 2,217 1.28 1,302 58.72 802 36.18 106 4.78
P-0081.01 405 .24 71 17.53 330 81.48 4 .98
P-0081.02 2,110 1.27 18 .85 2,049 97.11 34 1.61
P-0082.01 1,148 .66 7 .60 1,097 95.56 39 3.40
F-0083.01 1,644 .95 6 .36 1,586 96.47 46 2.80
P-0083.02 1,804 1.05 -- -- 1,745 96.73 59 3.27
P-0084 2,296 1.33 3 .13 2,210 96.25 74 3.22
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F-0085 2,365 1.37 74 3.12 2,194 92.77 92 3.89
F-0086,01 1,969 1.14 169 8.58 1,719 87.30 76 3.86
F-0086.02 1.365 .79 110 8.05 1,179 86,37 73 5.35
F-0087.01 1,541 .89 25 1.62 1,481 96.11 30 1.95
F-0087.02 1,226 .71 98 7.99 1,064 86.79 55 4.50
F-0088 1,442 .83 i;230 85.29 156 10.82 53 3.68
F-0089 3.874 2.25 3,539 91.35 no 2.84 215 5.56
F-0090 1,448 .84 1,395 96.33 1 .07 46 3.18
F-0091 4,139 2.40 3,905 94.34 21 .52 198 4.90
F-0092 1,660 .96 1,616 97.37 3 .18 33 2.00
F-0093 2,696 1.56 2,577 95.58 5 .19 107 3.97
F-0094 2,257 1.30 2,146 95.08 9 .40 91 4.03
F-0095 2,599 1.50 2,484 95.57 15 .58 92 3.54
F-0096 4,531 2.62 4,250 93.79 38 .84 227 5.01
F-0097 977 .57 927 94.88 30 3.07 20 2.05
F-0098 1,811 1.05 1,748 96.52 27 1.49 21 1.16
F-0099 1,381 .80 1,337 96.81 10 .72 28 2.03
F-OlOO 2,426 1.41 2,309 95.17 4 .16 107 4.4l
F-OlOl.Ol 3,009 1.75 3,770 92.05 7 .23 229 7.61
F-0101.02 2,641 1.53 2,446 92.65 8 .30 184 6.97
F-D102.01 3,833 2.22 3,645 95.09 5 .13 173 4.51
F-0102.02 3,907 2.27 3,700 94.70 2 .06 200 5.12
F-0103 2,315 1.34 2,172 93.82 48 2.07 90 3.89
Total 172.^30 98.841 57.32 63,122 36.60 8.806
- 5.10
♦Sourcet U.S. Bureau of the Census. U.S. Censuses of Population and Housingi
1970 Census Tracts. Final Report PHC(l)-l4. Atlanta, Georgia. SMSA. Washingtoni
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